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he was accordingly elected, was a most agreeable member, and continued to attend our meetings to the time of his death.
Mrs. Piozzi1 has also given a similar misrepresentation of Johnson's treatment of Garrick in this particular, as if he had used these contemptuous expressions : ' If Garrick does apply, I'll black-ball him. Surely, one ought to sit in a society like ours,
' Unelbow'd by a gamester, pimp, or player2.'
I am happy to be enabled by such unquestionable authority as that of Sir Joshua Reynolds, as well as from my own knowledge, to vindicate at once the heart of Johnson and the social merit of Garrick3.
In this year, except what he may have done in revising Shak-spcare, we do not find that he laboured much in literature. He wrote a review of Graingcr's Sugar Cane, a Poem, in the London Chronicle. He told me, that Dr. Percy wrote the greatest part of this review ; but, I imagine, he did not recollect it distinctly, for it appears to be mostly, if not altogether, his own4. He also
* Letters to and from Dr. Johnson. Vol. ii. p. 278 [387]. UoswiSLU The passage is as follows :—' " If he does apply," says our Doctor to Mr. Thrale, "I'll black-ball him." "Who, Sir ? Mr. Garrick, your friend, your companion,—black-ball him I " "Why, Sir, I love my little David dearly, hotter than all or any of his flatterers; do, but surely one ought, &c."'
° Pope's Moral Essays, iii. 242.
3 Miilonc says that it was from him that Boswell had his account of Garrick's election, and that he had it from Reynolds. He adds that ' Johnson warmly supported Curricle, being in reality a vory tender affectionate man. He was merely offended at the actor's conceit." He continues :—'On the former part of this story it probably was that Hawkins grounded his account that Giirrick never was of the Club, and that Johnson said he never ought to be of it. And thus it is that this stupid biographer, and the more flippant VOL. I.                                        I i
and malicious Mrs. Piozzi have mis-coloured and misrepresented almost every anecdote that they have pretended to tell of Dr. Johnson.1 Prior's Malone, p, 392. Whatever was the slight cast upon Garvick, he was nevertheless the sixth new member elected. Four, as I have shown, were added by 1768. The next elections were in 1773 (Crokcr's fiosvief/i ed. 1844, ii. 326), when five were added, of whom Garrick was the second, and Boswell the fifth. In 1774 five more were elected, among whom were Fox and Gibbon. Hannah More (Memoirs, \. 249) says that 'upon Garrick's death, when numberless applications were made to succeed him [in the Club], Johnson was deaf to them all. He said, " No, there never could be found any successor worthy of such a man ;" and he insisted upon it there should be a year's widowhood in the club, before they thought of a new election.'
4 Grainger   wrote   to   Percy   on April 6, 1764 :—' Sam. Johnson says
wrote(ie.rrard-alreet, with our Club, Sir Joshua Reynolds, etc,, who now dine cuu'c a month, and sup every Friday.' Letters of Unswell, p. 186. In tyf.d, Monday was the night of meeting. jf'mf, May 10, 1766. In Dec. 177.) the night was changed in Friday. (JoldHmiili'.s/)//«'. /7'fV/y, i. 7.'. Hawkins says (/.iff, pp. .|a.|, 5); 'We seldom got together till nine ; preparing supper took up till ten ; and by the lime that the table was denied,
